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INDEX-DIGEST 


ABANDONMENT. 


In permitting abandonment, Commission discusses standard of compara- 
tive needs as between consuming public served by Panhandle’s utility 
customers and needs of consuming public served by Mich. Con. and Mich. 
Wise. American Louisiane Pipe Line Oo.....................-.........- 

Mich. Con. and other parties are concerned with abandonment of service 
to them by Panhandle, and not with ultimate disposition of natural gas 
by Panhandle. American Louisiana Pipe Line Co__-------------------- 

Mere controversy not a basis for bandonment. American Louisiana 
Litt C6 icici cette een te 

Evidence relating to financial benefits that Panhandle gained in past 
by serving Mich. Con. has no relevance, for buyer gains no priority be- 
cause of benefits his patronage confers upon utility seller. American 
Lcrabatein: PAGO Bie Ci ii ici iit icine citrated asec nigh aeneasiai i 

It may be true that abandonment of service has never been permitted 
over protests of buyer, but this is a peculiar situation where one of two 
great rival natural gas systems is required to serve the other. American 
EOI FUG BO Civ ciesa ccc nciiscshnltia cincinnati aden 


ACCOUNTING. 


Since Oklahoma Natural would be a “natural gas company” within 
meaning of the Natural Gas Act as a result of a mutual exchange agree- 
ment, it must keep its accounts in accordance with Uniform System of 
MOI cece cinta aaah gach ahaa tical 


CERTIFICATES. 


1. ALLOCATION AND SUPPLY OF GAS. 

Absent unusual circumstances, when the project depends heavily on 
potential industrial customers for its feasibility, relatively firm commit- 
ments from such customers should be required. Transcontinental Gas 
POG 2ARG COR on ciicccanantdeceaneticinmmeniintnidndabiam ei Als 

Commission finds that Mississippi River’s system has adequate capacity 
to supply the applicants herein without adversely affecting the supply 
of natural gas to existing customers. Illinois Power Co__--..-----_---- 

There can be no priority in reserved gas. American Louisiana Pipe Line 
OC] accecerns iit ssc acetic hci aaa a dca tila einai sips oceania Sacked 

Certificate order amended, terminating allocation of natural gas from 
Transco to Abbeville, since no facilities have been built by Abbeville, and 
State Commission has found that Abbeville has no intention of serving 
territory granted to it. Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Co___-.._----- 

Michigan Gas Utilities application under Section 7(a) to obtain gas 
from Michigan Wisconsin by requiring American Louisiana to cut back 
on its deliveries to Michigan Wisconsin at Bridgman or “already com- 
mitted supplies” rejected, since this would place an undue burden on 
American Louisiana. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co___-......._____ 

Commission issues certificate to Michigan Wisconsin under Section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act, and allocates gas to Michigan Wisconsin’s existing 
customers. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co _-.-~---.-.--.._________ 

Project should not be rejected simply because Trunkline proposes to 
utilize its increased capacity to serve one or two new customers, without 
making this increased capacity available to its existing customers and 
Panhandle customers as well. Trunkline Gas Co__-------------------_-- 

2. COMPETING INTERESTS. 

Commission recognizes importance of protecting pioneer certificated 
supplier from prospect of substantial harm to its operations arising from 
certification of another company to supply gas to a customer, or to an area 
already being adequately served or capable of being served by company 
already certificated. Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp_._...------ 

3. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 

Record supports finding that Chester’s project is financible, economically 
feasible, and necessary and desirable in public interest. Illinois Power Co_ 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 


Fact that here, in most particulars “conventional” requirements of public 
convenience and necessity were satisfied still does not require issuance of 
certificate, for particular facts of this case give rise to considerations of 
public need which are not present in conventional case. Transcontinental 
Ce FG COO CU nahn iiciihcecctiiestintnncintimnmnmniauuabditetns 

End use is an element to be considered in complex of public conven- 
ience and necessity, although not a determining factor. Transcontinental 
Gad PUbe Te CO iid diwhiaiccclibhntbiskdhitticatidetibcdititiiintndiiiti 

Commission is not bound to any exclusive method in arriving at con- 
clusion as to whether or not a certificate should be issued on grounds of 
public convenience and necessity. Transwestern Pipeline Co__._------- 

4, DURATION. 

Commission issues certificates of public convenience and necessity under 
Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, rejecting a request of the applicant that 
the certificates be limited in duration to the terms of its gas purchase 
contracts. Pan American Petroleum Corp 

5. FACILITIES. 

In order to justify certification of Texas Eastern’s modified project, it 
is not necessary to inquire into the producer costs in order to justify 
the cost to Texas Eastern of acquiring the Rayne Field leases. Tegras 
SCOT TS onder edd be Didiicbdikinbektbeinks 

Commission finds no objection to Texas Eastern’s acquisition of the 
Rayne Field leases of such materiality as to offset the public benefits there- 
of, and justify denial of Texas Eastern’s project. New York Power 
Pa al trate ecistia an aacaianieianeaa amma 

6. FACTORS. 

(a) Economic Feasibility. 

Justification for Lynchburg project is further weakened by proposed end 
use of gas, and by uncertainties as to project’s economic feasibility. 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Oorp_._.....~.1-----~-.~ 1... +- 

Record supports finding that Chester’s project is financible, economically 
feasible, and necessary and desirable in the public interest. Illinois 


(b) End Use. 

Commission under Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act grants budget- 
type authorization to United for future construction to serve unspeci- 
fied industrial customers, but conditions certificate authorization to 
prohibit the delivery of natural gas for boiler fuel for generation of 
oe” without specific individual authorization. United Gas Pipe 

0 COscci ce eee a ak deel 

End use of gas is a factor to be considered in applying the standard 
of public convenience and necessity to a case involving “transportation” 
of gas. Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp__---------.-------~---- 

Authorization to transport natural gas for sale as boiler fuel denied, 
where other elements of public convenience and necessity outweigh bene- 
fits which would likely flow from authorizing this inferior usage of 
natural gas. Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp___----------------- 

Absent unusual circumstances, when project depends heavily on poten- 
tial industrial customers for its feasibility, relatively firm commitments 
from such customers should be required. TJ'ranscontinental Gas Pipe Line 
TD sass ecteaenssinitni aetna RN a at ln ia it hal cass INE caine tnt 

Justification for Lynchburg project is further weakened by the proposed 
end use of gas, and by uncertainties as to project’s economic feasibility. 
Traenescombinental Gee: Pipe: TAR CRG iscscicd ctimcidiccscemusawicicibiodiidinies 

Application for certificate, under Section 7 of Natural Gas Act, for 
complementary transportation and peak service denied. Transcontinen- 
SUE GOs FIDO DOIG OTD ikis i Sheet ncis tibial 

End use is an element to be considered in complex of public conven- 
ience and necessity, although not a determinative factor. Transcontinental 
Gas Pipe cin CO. sist ee hn Bidet eee seni 

If it is not physically or financially possible for Transco to put any 
limited-term firm gas in storage at present time, Transco is, in fairness, 
entitled to sell all of same for ultimate consumption as boiler fuel. 
Transcontinental. Gae Pipe. Line Corp.....-........-..~--~.--...--..-- 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 
(c) Financing. 

Record supports finding that Chester’s project is financible; economically 
feasible, and necessary and desirable in the publi¢ interest. IWinois Power 
Co 22 eee rah ehh 

Commission requires, as a condition of certificate issued herein, that 
Midwestern pay no dividends on common stock until interim notes are 
converted into preferred stock or total long term debt, including notes, 
is reduced to 75 percent or less of total capitalization. Midwestern Gas 
FVGROOIIIED CO oe sacenteiteenstccnesaguinensin'ssttsininisscisieiniiatnipiaceasinitaiatiinceiiintiaaiensiiiiiiiaianilain aaa 

In view of high cost of bond money, 614 percent would be a reasonable 
and adequate rate of return, particularly in view of fact that Midwestern 
will have no trouble marketing its gas, and is a subsidiary of a strong 
pipeline company. Midwestern Gas Transmmission Co__....----------- 

(d) Gas Supply. 

Commission finds that Mississippi River’s system has adequate capac- 
ity to supply applicants herein without adversely affecting supply of 
natural gas to existing customers. Jllinois Power Oo_-...--..------~-~~-- 

Deliverability life of gas reserves must be computed from commencement 
of the new proposed service. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co____------ 

Tennessee’s deliverability life of eleven years is sufficient in this case, 
although below the twelve year minimum requirements heretofore used 
for existing pipelines. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co__-..---------~- 

Commission questions availability of natural gas from reservoirs which 
have not been flow tested. Trunkline Gas Co__------------.---.---- 

Any computation of reserve life index and deliverability life from a 
starting date prior to time when service is to commence is misleading. 
TOUR Ge CC aisercisccssistnitiiainensnitiarsishaicaicaiteaniuivahites stiiasaethalla Reha Seishin Rete 

Commission finds that deliverability life of Trunkline’s gas supply, con- 
sisting of a maximum of 13 years and a minimum of 11.5 years, is adequate. 
Pv erm RO Fis crin asisihg iecnesnccnttcesntads ail lil lah tai tcl Sep 

In order to justify certification of Texas Eastern’s modified project it is 
not necessary to inquire into producer costs in order to justify cost to Texas 
Eastern of acquiring Rayne Field leases. Texas Eastern Transmission 
ODD isi sachet teaser cca ei cee ai a cay tae a ee ae 

Commission finds no objection to Texas Eastern’s acquisition of Rayne 
Field leases of such materiality as to offset public benefits thereof and 
justify denial of Texas Eastern’s project. Teras Hastern Transmission 
COD sass etc slant ea ant aaa leo we ama cl 

(e) Market. 

Commission recognizes importance of protecting pioneer certificated sup- 
plier from prospect of substantial harm to its operations arising from 
certification of another company to supply gas to a customer, or to an 
area already being adequately served or capable of being served by com- 
pany already certificated. Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp__._____ 

Where a Natural gas project depends on a potential industrial customer 
for its feasibility, a relatively firm commitment from such customer 
TORE. Ti. ROGUE acces esses svenitnscisnicscsieitnscnnennnciosa eal tit ca 

(f) Rate. 

Without careful consideration of proposed price or rate, no determination 
can be made whether service or facilities proposed by pipeline certificate 
applicant satisfy requirements of Section 7 of Natural Gas Act. Trans- 
continental Gee. Pe LAR Cae WR ivsinccsinntitiiimuia ee a i ee 

Commission finds that there is no need to make a determination as to 
proper level of demand and commodity components of Midwestern’s rate 
at this time, but requires Midwestern to file within one month after first 
full year of operation a satisfactory rate. Midwestern Gas Trans- 
COED OIII Ores circcecscrrtncnsigmsecticsicinniiciaiseciasiaictag iti abiiiitamsia aaa ie ei 5 la eit a, 

Minimum commodity charge equal to monthly purchases at 75 percent 
load factor is justifiable, despite fact that Midwestern will pay its sup- 
plier, Tennessee, only on basis of a guaranteed 66% percent load factor 
minimum bill. Midwestern Gas Transmission Co_............-..._-___ 

Mobile case does not apply to Commission’s right to condition initial 
prices, where required by public convenience and necessity. Trunkline 

Commission discusses factors involved in determining whether a pro- 
posed initial price is justified under test of public convenience and neces- 
sity. Trunkline Gas Co 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 


Commission considers field price evidence relating to nonjurisdictional 
sales and non-certificated sales in determining justification for producer 
SCE i en tO ia eritic cic ttipntgpericninerpesnncninintapreceanaiinaniansionin 

Producer’s initial price approved, despite fact that it may establish a new 
high for jurisdictional sales in area and will cause triggering of existing 
trunkline contracts, because of large volumes of gas committed and fact 
that contracts provide for a firm 20 cent price for a period of 10 years 
without escalation or redeterminations. Trunkline Gas Co 

7. GENERAL. 

Producer has established a prima facie case for the issuance of a certif- 
icate since it has proven that there is a market for gas at proposed price 
that project is economically feasible at that price and there is no evidence 
showing that proposed rate adversely affects public convenience and 
necessity. Middle States Petroleum Corp 

8. INTERCONNECTION. 

Commission directs Mississippi River under Section 7(a) of the 
Natural Gas Act to establish and maintain interconnection of its trans- 
portation facilities with those of applicants, and to sell and deliver natural 
was to Gnplicants. . FIMO POON Occ vk cccsckimttncnicntitiicccntitmtmices 

Michigan Gas Utilities’ application under Section 7(a) to obtain gas 
from Michigan Wisconsin by requiring American Louisiana to cut back 
on its deliveries to Michigan Wisconsin at Bridgman of “already com- 
mitted supplies” rejected, since this would place an undue burden on 
American Louisiana. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co----.._----_____ 

Michigan Wisconsin’s formula for determining economic feasibility of 
constructing lateral lines to provide service under Section 7(a) accepted 
with some modifications for purposes of this case only. Michigan Wis- 
CONOTR: Tee NO ake asim dm eis einai 

Benthany’s request under Section 7(a) for gas service cannot be 
granted, since market estimates are questionable, amortization schedule 
for bonds of longer than 20 years cannot be justified, and debt-service 
coverage is inadequate. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co_------_-_--_ 

Contention that provisions of Section 7(a) of Natural Gas Act do 
not apply to a request for an increase in maximum daily deliveries, but 
apply only to distributing companies which are not presently receiving 
gas from company against which application is directed, rejected. Mid- 
ea eats healed alas calcite a eniee ats aces 

Service requested by Mason, Tenn., under Section 7(a) of Natural Gas 
Act denied, since it has no need for natural gas for an increasing popula- 
tion or industrial growth, town’s existing population has no need for 
gas, and project would have debt service ration of less than 1.55, so that 
tax support for project might be necessary. Mason, Tenn__-----------~-- 

9. SrorRAGE FACILITIES. 

It is not physically or financially feasible for Transco to put any limited- 
term firm gas in storage at the present time, Transco is, in fairness, en- 
titled to sell all of same for ultimate consumption as boiler fuel. Trans- 
ee ree re NO OO i eee ec cee ee 

10. TEMPORARY. 

Acceptance of temporary certificate subject to any price conditions Com- 
mission may impose in issuing permanent certificate. Sunray-Mid Con- 
DIG 0 sin i ee ie ok Hien ceeeenpaecEkeheenesen 

11. TRANSPORTATION SERVICE. 

See CERTIFICATES, 6. Factors, (b) End Use COST OF SERVICE. 

1. ALLOCATION AND CLASSIFICATION OF CosT. 

Motion to terminate independent producer suspension proceeding denied 
where producer used “relative value” or “gales realization” method of 
allocating joint costs. Magnolia Petrolewm @o_------------~----------- 

Rates to Consumers should be determined on basis of a partial rolled- 
in cost allocation, and not on basis of incremental costs, since new facili- 
ties will benefit whole system. Trunkline Gas Co_------~-------~------- 


DUE PROCESS. 


There was no abuse of discretion and no denial of due process by 
examiner’s refusal to postpone further hearing in face of Union’s re- 
fusal to proceed with cross examination and rebuttal pending appeal, 
since Union was offered full opportunity to cross-examine and present re- 
esthal.  “FNCOUCOT TD FOP OIINS Cie kien ania ieinnenepine 
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JURISDICTION. 


1. EXEMPTION. 

(a) Distribution (local) 

Application under Section 7(a) of Natural Gas Act dismissed, since 
line to be tapped has been declared exempt from Commission jurisdiction. 
CN Ce si ercnniccverancecxvcusssnatieesrecdatnecietaienarnersapmateteninemne gen tae ines 

2. TRANSPORTATION IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Natural Gas does not become subject to Federal regulation as being 
in interstate commerce, merely because part of its transportation occurs in 
a commingled state with gas being transported in interstate commerce, 
when intrastate gas is separated from gas stream in main line and is 
metered before any portion of gas stream has left the state. Houston 
Re ee irsvaiscieccrtidgrsessitecnincciasdmernentainieletinnteianiaaindenaaeten 


LICENSE. 


1. CoMPETING INTERESTS. 

Commission cannot make specific findings requested by Power Authority 
since to do so would deny other parties opportunity to be heard upon 
question whether a different project interferes with Indian reservation. 
BOD FOC PO Bink vests iiianessicdeiinttintcadeeeaee ideals 

2. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN. 

Although advantages might accrue to Applicant if Bartlett’s Ferry is 
included in this license, there is no reason why comprehensive develop- 
ment of Chattahoochee River will be impaired by failure to include that 
development in this license. Georgia Power Co_-------------~----~-~--~--~- 

3. CONDITIONS. 

Commission amends hydroelectric project license to permit an increase 
in water level at diversion dam, conditioned to require licensee to arrange 
for adequate warnings so that water can be lowered to a safe level in event 





274 


301 


of a hurricane. South Carolina Public Service Authority___.__-------- 887, 879 


4. EFFECTIVE RATE. 

No distinction is made with respect to license term between a case in 
which constructed project works are located in a section found to be navi- 
gable waters of U.S. at time of licensing, and a case in which constructed 
project works are located upstream from a section found to be navigable, 
but are found to affect interest of interstate and/or foreign commerce. 
Comrie PO sii salina ices incase bites ttcaicjancilintiiticaaaialaaitnn dat 

Legislative history of Federal Power Act demonstrates desirability of 
having license expire at same time with respect to all project work. 
Gearse PO Cees RE ii icc aad dalae 

Although advantages might accrue to Applicant if Bartlett’s Ferry is in- 
cluded in this license there is no reason why comprehensive development 
of Chattahoochee River will be impaired by failure to include that develop- 
ment in this license. Georgia Power Co.............-.-.---~--.~.-~-~.- 

Application for amendment of license, where term was less than 50 years, 
denied, since although Commission may take necessary steps to correct 
material errors in prior decisions which have become final, it will not 
receive or reconsider such decisions absent some compelling reason. Met- 
FOOTE TOO icicles iid cccnipthciectntitiamitb niet maicsibiiblalemnibcaitastiaals 

5. FisH PROBLEM. 

To protect fishery resources during any proceedings to review order re- 
quiring Citizens to apply for license, or in any case until conditions of a 
license attach, commission requires that Citizens effect a minimum release 
of water during spawning periods. Citizens Utilities Co__._._.-.-----~- 

6. GENERAL. 

Issuance of license is not, under Section 10(c) of Federal Power Act, a 
grant of immunity to Applicant from responsibility for damages sustained 
by State and other riparian owners as a result of Applicants maintaining 
water level and operating dam. Wisconsin Valley Improvement Co__--~~- 

7. JURISDICTION. 

Commission finds that license issued to Power Authority insofar as it 
includes lands of Tuscarora Indian Nation will interfere and will be incon- 
sistent with purpose for which such reservation was created or acquired. 
New Foes Power: Ma asain this ip csisenlsntcciictatinricstanitstaiattighte billed aac 

Included in “navigable waters” under Section 3(8) of the Federal Power 
Act are those that have been recommended to Congress for improvement 
by the United States after investigation under its authority. Citizens 
OO Cintas sc ccna cig ace ence cece naire acacia ei aia aia 
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LICENSE—Continued 


Commission finds that Clyde River is “suitable for use” in transporta- 
tion of persons or property in interstate or foreign commerce and thus is 
a navigable river under section 3(8) of Federal Power Act. Citizens Util- 
I TI cn ae caesar tec eae pceelicintcaeciapcdivehstianaaaaainigia iecaadaiincgillatie 

Commission concludes that maintenance and operation of Citizens’ fa- 
cilities on Clyde River can and do affect navigable capacity of river down- 
stream, including a portion of river below Citizens Unit No. 11 Plant, 
and are thus subject to Commission jurisdiction-__-__-__-__---_-__--_--_. 

Commission requires Citizens to apply for a license for all of its project 
WOOFER, . CRONE Ae nc tecetnceeiee ecet gine nodeenanens 

Official notice may not be taken of navigability of sections of rivers 
unless it is a matter of general knowledge that such sections are navig- 
Sie, GOOG POO CO iia ciccisttrcciihcict a niesictiincsnistididinsataineaseiaacnnsenciesdiata 

Fact of navigability of sections of rivers must be determined through evi- 
dence unless it is a matter of general knowledge. Georgia Power Co ___- 

8. STATE Law. 

State has no right to insist that its recommendations regarding water 
level and dam operation be included in terms of license, since State can- 
not require compliance with its laws as a condition precedent to issuance 
of license under Federal Power Act for project on navigable water. Wis- 
consin Valley Improvement Co 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 


1. APPEARANCE. 

Written notice of appearance required in hearing. Order No. 211, R-172_ 

2. COMMISSION REVERSAL. 

Application for amendment of license, where term was less than 50 
years, denied, since although Commission may take necessary steps to 
eorrect material errors in prior decisions which have become final, it will 
not review or reconsider such decisions absent some compelling reason. 
Bi cbr oo hren TBI GIO isi en ch tsi etn titties artic tnt cian ata ab bhenana eae 

3. COMPARATIVE HEARING. 

Filing of certificate applications and requests for comparative hearing 
must be reasonably simultaneous in time and indicate potential exclusivity 
on face of applications before an imperative application of Ashbacker 
doctrine is called for. Transwestern Pipeline Co. ..........-.-..__-- 

Ashbacker does not require that in every case where two or more certi- 
ficate applications are pending to serve same area, a market determination 
must be separately made in advance of hearing of either application or that 
they must be heard comparatively. Transwestern Pipeline Co... ..-_- 

Exclusivity is not an automatic inference where area to be served has 
demonstrated capacity in past for absorbing substantial increments of 
natural gas and two or more applications sought to be consolidated have 


Electric rate hearing continued, pending Commission disposition of re- 
quest for enlargement of issues and consolidation with other pending 
matters. Public Service Co. of Oklahoma 

5. DEPOSITION. 

In view of economic impact of favored nation provision, issuance of 
subpoenas duces tecum and taking of oral testimony upon deposition appear 


reasonably calculated to lead to discovery of admissible evidence. The 
Pure Oil Co 


6. EVIDENCE. 


Disputed evidence admitted on limited basis for a general purpose, since 
objections raised go to weight rather than admissibility. Champlin Oil 
OS BOON OD ak cia hse nailed eh ment sbi ea tit cntilndhclshinitacbiinkidplonione 

Commission clearly not required to act only on theories advanced by 
parties ; regulation in public interest clearly dictates otherwise. Ameri- 
Con Tiemeine Fae BP Ceiba en ba aa 

Champlin’s motion to strike evidence on cost of service on grounds it 
was not proper rebuttal, but should have been introduced as part of direct 
evidence, denied, since Champlin’s witnesses not only espoused certain 
accounting procedures and allocation methods but went on to testify that 


certain other methods would not be properly applicable. Champlin Oil 
é& Refining Co 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 


Appeal from examiner’s ruling that certain evidence sought to be intro- 
duced by California Commission is admissible denied, since objections are 
essentially directed to weight and probative value of evidence rather than 
its admissibility. Transwestern Pipeline Co............-.----~--...... 594 

Commission is not bound to any exclusive method in arriving at con- 
clusion as to whether or not a certificate should be issued on grounds of 
public convenience and necessity. Transwestern Pipeline Co__-.---.--- 810 

Objections to adequacy of evidence, 1) that costs submitted by California 
Commission were computed on area or field basis, 2) that California 
exhibits involve “exercise of reasonable judgement”, 3) that California’s 
witness “with limited professional experience” was not qualified, all go to 
weight of testimony and not its admissibility. Transwestern Pipeline Co. 810 

Orderly procedure requires that Commission not countenance postpone- 
ment of every proceeding on filing of appeal from admissibility of evidence. 

Frecec eben POG Oi issn ceiciiisstisisiksinschisiclsgileb dina tcp anibaaid aint 811 

7. GENERAL. 


Commissioner did not improperly participate in the decision, even 
though he did not hear oral argument because of illness. New York 
POOP: BOA a cncbisiisiceccs Bdickse asics cnt atic dasa de staaida tata atetbsasaicbibeils 274 


8. HEARING ON MERITS. 
Flood Control Act does not require or provide for hearing before Commis- 
sion in carrying out its function of passing on rates submitted by Secy. of 
Interior. U.S. Dept. of Interior , Southwestern Power Administration___— 47 
Disposition and sale of power under Flood Control Act constitutes 
function of disposing of public property and as such is exempted from 
requirements of Administrative Procedure Act. U.S. Dept. of Interior, 
Southwestern Power Adentevistr Ghent ecient cin 47 
9. INTERVENTION. 
New York Public Service Commission permitted to participate for lim- 
ited purpose of making showing, in support of its allegations, to establish 
that it has a sufficient interest and that its intervention will be in public 
interest. Trunkline Gas Co 135, 395 
Rehearing of denial of untimely petition to intervene denied, where no 
good cause shown for granting petition. American Louisiana Pipe Line 
Co 
New York Commission permitted to participate for limited purpose of 
making showing which would establish existence of any interest it might 
have. Tezas Illinois Natural Gas Pipeline Co_.-..---..--_.--------- 397, 398 
Intervention by Mich. Con. in certificate proceeding for authorization 
for Panhandle to sell additional gas to existing customers denied, since 
abandonment of service to Mich. Con. by Panhandle has been authorized. 
Fg 8 ae eee ee eg ee eee 688 
Since petition to intervene filed by TGT discloses only that if certificates 
are issued its marketing of natural gas could be affected, it is permitted to 
participate for limited purpose of showing to what extent, if any, its 
marketing may be affected. Texas Gas Transmission Co___..-.------.-_ 807 
10. PLEADINGS. 
Applicant under Section 7(a) of Natural Gas Act allowed to with- 
draw pleadings, since it has negotiated new service agreement under 


which it will receive additional quantities of natural gas. Panhandle 
TG TO BI CG irene cnt attain cei atari esta silliness enliceneipi anal 30 


11. RECONSIDERATION. 


There is no provision in Natural Gas Act or Commission’s Rules, nor is 
there a precedent, for an application for reconsideration of an order is- 
sued upon an application for reconsideration. Trunkline Gas Co__.-.--___ 395 
12. SUBPOENA. 
Application for subpoena duces tecum does not conform to Section 14(c) 
of Natural Gas Act or Section 1.23 of Rules by failure to state names of 
parties to be directed, and by failure to set forth with required specificity 
documents and facts to be proved. Champlin Oil & Refining Co___-____ 534 
Where PSC of New York was granted limited participation, motion for 
issuance of subpoena denied, since PSC did not demonstrate that evidence 
sought through subpoenas is relevant and material, and, in addition, such 
evidence is available from Commission files. TJezras Illinois Natural Gas 


556-794— 6363 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
SO FO cancsceniamiiimnseaeiiitiadite tives nuttin aa st 
In view of economic impact of favored nation provisions, issuance of 
subpoena duces tecum and taking of oral testimony upon deposition appear 
reasonably calculated to lead to discovery of admissible evidence. The 
BP ee cri aiceriniakeninsiaincnsaoenpatbsetiecartp ie hatte deri pment iniceseienmcee eat 
Application for subpoena duces tecum directing expert witness to appear 
denied, since applicant should arrange for compensation to be paid to 
him as an expert witness and for his voluntary attendance. Blue Ridge 
TN a shtaiaisa ara ecieasipsatiediianiiceacatinen entice seataiaiastoeetotintn watered meuetb meee ganas 


RATES. 


1. EFFecTIve RATE. 

In determining legally effective rate as of June 7, 1954, contractural 
liability of buyer is controlling and not the price buyer is actually pay- 
ing on Chat Gate. PRUNPC POW CIOUN 00 nnn nein. ceeinwnccnsnses 

Commission determines the effective rate as of June 7, 1954, for Phillips’ 
sale of natural gas to Panhandle after construing the adjustment clauses 
in consent... ' Piste FOr wee OG oon ne kicnicmicndsswencidndidion 

Mississippi not permitted to collect from its customers increased rates 
charged by United, and Mississippi required to make refunds, where settle- 
ment agreement provided for refunds by Mississippi in event United’s 
rates were decreased, but did not make provision for increase in United’s 
PRGa. “TCT OF Ne OD iia cin innit iiindtineriinnnintiaiendienns 

2. Fre~tp Price METHOD. 

Fact that natural gas must be processed and a certain quantity utilized 
as fuel for that purpose does not alter fact that proposed increased rate 
will be 16 cents per Mcf and therefore there is no justification to conclude 
that rate is below 10 cents and should be allowed under Reef Fields. 
FE rt iii Rn eemet amet denaht nathan visitas 

Commission considers field price evidence relating to non-jurisdictional 
sales and non-certified sales in determining justification for producer 
eas Ge: IND QOD Cs ection ee tibbdaieideeaeinm 

3. GENERAL. 

Commission approves under Section 4 of Natural Gas Act rate contained 
in Mich-Wis’ tariff for “locked in” period. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe 
Dr a 

Commission under Section 4(e) of Natural Gas Act dismisses and termi- 
nates proceeding, and permits Bayview’s proposed increased rates and 
charges to become effective. Bayview Oil Corp_._.-------------------- 

Public convenience and necessity does not require authorizing a trans- 
action involving purchase of gas by a power or distributing company in 
field and transportation of such gas by a natural gas pipeline company, 
since this in effect would avoid Commission regulation of producer rate, 
and would result in upward pressure on rate levels in field. New York 
PORT I ics Taichi nse cai til he ieee pia 

Trunkline’s 95 percent annual minimum bill provision is contrary to 
the public interest and should be reduced to 75 percent. Trunkline Gas Co_ 

4, REFUND. 

Commission defers consideration on the issue of whether refunds which 
may be received by Mich-Wis from its suppliers Phillips and American 
Louisiana should be passed on to its customers. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe 


To permit Mississippi to make refund without paying proper interest 
would be to unjustly enrich Mississippi. Mississippi River Fuel Corp__-- 

5. SETTLEMENT. 

A settlement need not have effect of determining “justness and reason- 
ableness” of rate for Peak Service under Section 4(e) of Natural Gas Act, 
since settlement may properly be limited to a determination that settle- 
ment is “appropriate and in public interest,” and may provide that parties 
reserve all issues of principle. American Louisiana Pipe Line Co____----- 
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RATE SCHEDULE. 

1. ConTRACT. 

Under Texas Gas’ contract with Houston, production resulting from re- 
working a well to a different sand or horizon constitutes new production, 
where the sand was for the first time encountered on reworking. Houston 
SOG Ga PC scsi act iileiiicinthasiaairctiattar eal 

Commission has authority under Natural Gas Act to investigate and, 
if necessary, prescribe changes in classification, rules, regulations, or 
practices in connection with a rate schedule, since private contract rights 
must yield to public welfare where they conflict. City of Red Bud, Ill____ 


953 


Page 


437 


702 








SUBJECT INDEX 








SUBJECT INDEX 


ABANDONMENT —Section 7(b) (N.G.A.). 


1. AUTHORIZATION OF. Page 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—16742 ; ae 37 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—16912_______- i 216 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—17616__ a 
Colorado Wyoming Gas Co., docket No. G—-17227___-------- 448 
Home Gas Co., docket No. G-17048______.-_-___- itis 285 
Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—17588______._-------- 775 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. G-17555_._. 835 
Narragansett Electric Co., The, docket No. G—16285 _. 265 
Penn York Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G-15142___-._---_- 908 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—16449____ es 155 
Southwestern Public Service Co., docket No. G—16564____- 164 


Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—15825_______- 367 


Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—16358___ ~~ 38 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—18182__ —— 
ACCOUNTS. 
Carolina Power & Light Co., project No. 482_-_- Shaws © Se 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 78_...-.----------. 377 
Pennsylvania Electric Co., project No. 309____ idl candtonate, ° 
Portland General Electric Co., project No. 135_.--------- 388 
Upper Peninsula Power Co., March 16, 1959_....._---.__._. 354 
Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 2072- __ 461 
Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 2073_- _. 465 


Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 2074 ‘ : , 470 
ACTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL COST. 
1. DERTERMINATION OF. 


Carolina Power & Light Co., project No. 432 ; 821 
Pennsylvania Electric Co., project No. 309__- nies 52¢ 
Portland General Electric Co., project No. 135 _ 888 
Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 2072 461 
Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 2073 465 
Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 2074 {70 


ANNUAL CHARGES—Section 10(e) (F.P.A.). 
1. ADJUSTMENT OF. 


California Oregon Power Co., The, project No. 1927 . 386 
Idaho Power Co., project No. 1971_- pesiek ae 
Montana Power Co., The, project No. 2188___ ——— 
Pasadena, California, City of, project No. 1250 _ Shi 
Portland General Electric Co., project No. 2195 ce <n 
Public Utility District No. 1, of Cowlitz County, Washington, 
project No: 2218... ..-..... ‘ ; 900 
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Sec- 
tion 7 (N.G.A.). 
1. APPLICATION DISMISSED. 
Home Gas Co., docket No. G—15228_______ iE ae 796 
Houston Natural Gas Production Co., docket No. G-3664____ 430 
2. CERTIFICATE AMENDED. 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G—2286________________ 261 
British American Oil Producing Co., The, Operator, docket 
a ne ee ee 886 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-11797______________ 8 
Lake Shore Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—13262_____.._____ 904 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipeline Co., docket No. G—10057____-__-_ 256 
Natural Gas Storage Co. of Illinois, docket No. G—14872_____ 583 
Pacific Northwest Pipeline Corp., docket No. G—10260______ 475 
Pacific Northwest Pipeline Corp., docket No. G—10426______ 337 
Permian Basin Pipeline Co., docket No. G—12713__._._____ 200 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— 
Continued 


2. CERTIFICATE AMENDED—Continued 


Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—13082_-__------_- 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—12626__-- 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—12344 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—15320 





Page 


257 
803 
boa 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—10000_ 383, isd 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—13143__ 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—12569__...._--_-_ 
Western Gas Service Co., docket No. G-12028 


8. CERTIFICATE DENIED. 


Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—11107_----- 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—13143 


4. CERTIFICATE GRANTED. 





Alabama Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—12361___ 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-17409 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G- 12542_ 


Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G-16743 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—16912 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G— 17020 
Coastal Transmission ‘Somp., docket No. G-16450 
Coastal Transmission Corp., docket No. G—17866___---___---_ 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—17616_____---__ 
Colorado Wyoming Gas Co., docket No. G—17227_________-__ 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. G—15229________ 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. G-17550________ 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. G-18121________ 


El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. e 16821 eae 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., ‘docket No. G—17256 


El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—17395 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—17505 
Equitable Gas Co., docket No. G—17871__-_------_--_--____ 
Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—17588____-__--------.- 
Houston Natural Gas Production Co., docket No. G—9046___ 
Lea County Gas Co., docket No. G—16390 
Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. G—16851 


Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. G—-16011__ 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—-13246 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—16767 
Middle States Petroleum Corp., docket No. G—14836_____-_- 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—16841 
Mississippi River Fuel Corp., docket No. G—18686 
Mountain Fuel Supply Co., docket No. G—15513___..___--_ 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. G—17242__ 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. G—16932___ 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G—9860. 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket G—14956_____-~- 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G—16011___- 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G—17544____ 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-—11657 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-14697 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—-15717_____--------- 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. G—16284 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. G—16985 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. G—16448_______-__-_--_- 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. G—17029_______-______- 
Pacific Northwest Pipeline Corp., docket No. G—16552___.-__ 
Pacific Northwest Pipeline Corp., docket No. G—17018__---- 
Pacific Nortwest Pipeline Corp., docket No. G-17769___----- 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— 


Continued 
4. CERTIFICATE GRANTED—Continued Page 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., docket No. G—4063._...___ 845 
Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Co., docket No. G—17232______ 817 
Permian Basin Pipeline Co., docket No. G—11699_.......___ 476 
Permian Basin Pipeline Co., docket No. G—-17458_.......__ 364 
Permian Basin Pipeline Co., docket No. G—17892._-...--... 770 
South County Gas Co., docket No. G—16286_......___._____ 265 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—13864__._..______ 886 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—16449___________. 155 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—17508_..----...-. 505 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—-11107_-_--- 70 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—15475__---_- 25 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—17013_.--.. 346 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—17037_--... 507 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—12446_____ 860 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—12626____- 803 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—17042____- 516 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-17255.... 369 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-17237..... 793 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—16358__.-..- 38 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—17100_.---_ 350 


Texas Illinois Natural Gas Pipeline Co., docket No. G-17034. 335 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G-11219.. 345 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G-11871. 818 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—16136.. 627 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—16309_ 2 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—-16466_. 8389 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G-17522.. 526 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. G—15394....-_.-_____--__- 704 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. G—17504____.-_--_--------.-- 820 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—11200___-_---_-- 264 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—15006_.._._.---_- 64 
Washington Gas Light Co., docket No. G—16160__._____-- 267 
Wheeler Gas Co., docket No. G—16788__......._---.----...- 270 
5. CERTIFICATE VACATED. 
Hunt, Hassie, Trust, et al., docket No. G—17431, et al___--- 639 


CONSOLIDATION, MERGER, AND SALE—Section 203 (F.P.A.). 
1. TRANSFER, MERGER OR SALE AUTHORIZED. 


Arizona Public Service Co., docket No. E-6863__......-_-- 416 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6882__.......__- 765 
Philadelphia Electric Power Co., docket No. E-6851__.----- 157 
EXPORTATION. 
1. ELecrric. 


Cia Luz y Fuerza Mortriz de Acuna, S.A., docket No. IT5024. 352 
Eastern Maine Electric Cooperative, Inc., docket No. E-6853__ 338 


INTERCONNECTION OF FACILITIES. 


1. Gas. 
Ft. Branch Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. G—15376__---- 11 
Tilinois Power Co., docket No. G—14857__._------------_.- 190 
Mason, Tennessee, Board of Mayor and Alderman of, docket 

FR a ltd eae trent chest celta em eoncpssdianii 853 
Midwest Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G—17095_____----- 793 
Midwest Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G—18139_____.__--_- 905 
Mt. Olivet Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. G—15982____._- 871 
Murphy Gas, Inc., docket No. G-16482__..-________-_-..- 504 
Western Kentucky Gas Co., docket No. G—-17231________-_- 808 
INVESTIGATION. 

1. OnpER INSTITUTING. 
Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket No. G—18634_.......-._- 812 
Brazos River Authority, docket No. E-6884___.....-_._.... 629 
ge 8 8 ee 212 


Laclede Gas Co., docket No. G—17832__.-..-..-...--....... 701 
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INVESTIGATION—Continued 


1. OrpeR INSTITUTING—Continued Page 
Monsanto Chemical Co., docket No. G—18318__.-.-.--...-- 521 
Murphy Corp., docket No. G—18357__....-.-............... 589 
Sohio Petroleum Corp., docket No. G—18355_..........----.- 590 
gh ig eR een 606 
Union Producing Co., docket No. G—18354_..-____-_---___ 607 

JURISDICTION. 

1. Gas. 
Arkansas Industrial Pipeline Corp., docket No. G-17770_____-_ 519 
Bardstown, Ky., City of, docket No. G-17097__-_-_-..-.-_- 644 
Delaware Power & Light Co., docket No. G—17794______--.__ 355 
Louisville Gas & Electric Co., docket No. G—18328_________- 645 


LICENSE. 


Natural Gas Service Co., docket No. G—16924______________ 14 


1. AMENDMENTS. 


Seneca Gas Co. of West Virginia, docket No. G—-18086________ 830 
Idaho Power Co., project No. 1971.......225.~.2.o-nnnns 361 
Kentucky Utilities Co., project No. 5389_....-..--_---_-_--. 791 
Metropolitan Edison Co., project No. 1888_.-.-_---------- 443 
New England Power Co., project No. 1904_._.-------_--___- 907 
Oroville Wyandotte Irrigation District, project No. 2088.__.. 613 
Ottumwa, Iowa, City of, project No. 925_...-._-.-.-.--_-... 459 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 1988__._..----_-._-. 827 
Portland General Electric Co., project No. 2030_...-.--.--- 382 


Public Utility District No. 2 of Grant County, Washington, 
I a ia ah a ccnla 
Seattle, Washington, The City of, project No. 553_-_--_---_ 68 


Sitka, Alaska, City of, project No. 2230_...__..--__._-_--_-_- 208 
South Carolina Public Service Authority, project No. 199... 887 
Susquehanna Power Co., project No. 405_...--_--___-_-_-___ 161 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 298_...._.._--- 920 


Tacoma, Washington, City of, project No. 2016__._._._._____--__ 41 


2. EXHIBITS. 


3. IN GENERAL. 


Utah Power & Light Co., project No. 765...-----.---------- 204 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2146_.-..-._-----.---_-- 279 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2165.....-......-.---.~.. 276 
California Oregon Power Co., The, project No. 1927_------- 386 
Dany ROWE CO., WEOTIEE NG. BOT ci iicinnticccnecne 588 
Montana Power Co., The, project No. 2188_.......--.--... 491 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 187---------------. 203 
Portland General Electric Co., project No. 2195_...._------ 902 
Public Utility District No. 1 of Chelan County, Washington, 

NS BONG ida scctsictcncanstlakictn os ncaa catia adele 418 


Public Utility District No. 1 of Cowlitz County, Washington, 
IG Is 5 ms acini hen ee cl sn ndctleciphnceataann 
Sacramento Municipal Utility District of Sacramento, Cali- 

SO ONS TPO cpr cette nem eetereninaiedicinis 277, 491 
Sitka, Alaska, City of, project No. 2280_......-.-.____--... 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., project No. 1894..---___ 
Susquehanna Power Co., The, project No. 405_.-.-.----..._ 34 


4, MAJor PROJECTS. 





ED EINE, CN, Dac? ic ces ahha ect dh inant 651 
Power Authority of the State of New York, project No. 2000. 480 
American Can ©o., project No. 2212...................... 584 


Eugene, Oregon, City of, project No. 2242..._-.--________ 16 


Georgia Power Oo., praseet NO. BET Tn ccicwcceccccccucue 296 
Georgia Power Co., project No. 2287....................... 425 
San Juan Fishing & Packing Co., project No. 2251___----- 649 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 2175_-.------- 419 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 2198______--_---- 698 


Wisconsin Valley Improvement Co., project No. 2113 
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LICENSE—Continued 


5. Minor PRosects. Page 
Ee, Dalian F... pee THe, Gaiden etenedtindenaeeuas 439 
wg! US aS Se OO ee 911 
IG: Tres tr, | cached as eicteneeenchaenerrietticeeee aetsnisrcsen 641 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 298_.-.....---- 920 
Western Colorado Power Co., The, project No. 733_.-.------ 830 
6. ORDER REQUIRING APPLICATION FOR LICENSE. 
Citizens Utilities Co., docket No. E-6716__.--.--..-.-------- 233 
7. SURRENDER. 
Eugene, Oregon, City of, project No. 2059_......--.-.--.--- 15 
Ozark Mahoning Co., project No. 1886_........-------..--- 459 
Telluride Mines, Inc., project No. 1236........-.---.------ 652 
Washington Water Power Co., The, project No. 1072_-_-_- 7 
8. WITHDRAWAL OF APPLICATION. 
Tacoma. Washington, City of, project No. 2016_...-.----_. 41 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 
1. CONSOLIDATION AND SEVERANCE. 
Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket No. G—9385_.....------- 812 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-10396.... 530 
Galt CGE Comin, Gacieet ING: Cnet cttceitiiccecnen 212 
Monsanto Chemical Co., docket No. G—9681_._..---.------_ 521 
Murphy Corp., docket No. G—18357_..................---. 589 
Red Bud, Illinois, City of, docket No. G—16504_--.-.---__- 701 
Sohio Petroleum Co., docket No. G—8488_...----__-------_- 590 
San O88} Co., Goeiet Ne: G-actin ctcncestnsenx 606 
Union Producing Co., docket No. G—18354___--_-----.------ 607 
2. EVIDENCE. 
Champlin Oil & Refining Co., docket No. G-9277_--------- 22, 517 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. G-14871_-_----_--- 592, 810 


3. IN GENERAL. 


American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—2306___. 409, 414 
Order No. 211, docket No. R-172 


cate ie ee ne 252 
ee Fe ne 387 
@Quder Ne. Bie; Aah Tee Weeki ee en 601 
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma, docket No. E-6816__------ 32 
Public Utility District No. 1 of Pend Oreille County, Wash- 
Sembee Wewneee TOO: Tile a a ei 283 
Pure Oil Co., The, docket No. G—17930_...-..---__------ 646 
Sunray Mid-Continent Oil Co., docket No. G—16134_____---_ 54 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. G—15394___.._-._----.-----__ 133 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. G—-14871_.____-----_ 594 
4. INTERMEDIATE DECISION PROCEDURE. 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-16841_._.. 363 
5. INTERVENTION. 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—17335____----- 804 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—10396____- 688 
Louisville Gas & Electric Co., docket No. G—18328_...-.-_-_ 645 
Texas Illinois Natural Gas Pipeline Co., docket No. G-— 
SOI wiigeetca seen ctiscineis tniderenaiaadcepisececeminalnena acd wero das 396, 397 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. G-15394__..-.---_--____- 133, 394 
6. Motion To DISsMIss. 
Mid South Gas Co., docket No. G-17567_-....--..--.-__--- 814 
7. OpaL ARGUMENT. 
American Louisiana Pipe line Co., docket No. G-—2306___-_- 409 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. G-15394___-_-..-_--___---___ 393 
8. REHEARING OR RECONSIDERATION. 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—-10396_... 530 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-2306..... 409 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—10896______ 218 
Citizens Utilities Co., docket No. E-6716_._.-.-.-------. 455, 854 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G—16446___...-- 
Hunt, Nelson Bunker, Trust Estate, docket No. G—16606____ 20 
Ne REE 686 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. G-12399_... 131 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 


8. REHEARING ON RECONSIDERATION—Continued Page 
Monterey Oil Co. (Operator), docket No. G—17663__._-.---. 456 
Phillips Petroleum Co., docket No. G—10908__.-----.----.-- 356 
Phillips Petroleum Co., docket No. G-17071_------------. 458 
Power Authority of the State of New York, project No. 2216... 273 
Pure Oil Co., The, docket No. G—17930__.....-__-.....--.. 857 
Sunray Mid Continent Oil Co., docket No. G—2975_.------- 211 
Sunray Mid Continent Oil Co., docket No. G-16134__-_---. 54 
Sunray Mid Continent Oil Co., docket No. G-17284__---_-- 344 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G-12059_. 230 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G-13143_._ 399 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G-15375._. 903 


9. REOPEN PROCEEDINGS. 


10. Service AGREEMENTS. 


11. Stray Orper. 


12. SUBPENA. 


Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. G-14871_----------- 810 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. G-15394___.--------_-----. 394 
Phillips Petroleum Co., docket No. G—10908_.-------------- 167 
American Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G—2306_.-------- 414 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—10396___-- 218 
Mississippi River Fuel Corp., docket No. G-2153_--------. 450 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. G-12399_.. 131 
Phillips Petroleum Co., docket No. G-12876__------------~- 356 
PaO GE. ey A. IO. ee iintnitisnncniswenmnen 857 
Blue Ridge Gas Co., docket No. 14422__._____--_-- 901 
Champlin Oil & Refining Co., docket No. G-9277__----------- 533 
Pore Oil Oo.,. The, docket No. GLOBO nsec csc enncnnne 646 


Texas Illinois Natural Gas Pipeline Co., docket No.G-14829_._ 581 


13. TERMINATION OF PROCEEDINGS. 


Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—12859______ 528 
Ot a en 254 
Hunt, Hassie, Trust, docket No. G-¥554_._................ 27 
Hunt, Hassie, Trust, docket No. G-17431__-----_-_-_______ 639 
Magnolia Petroleum Co., docket No. G—-15411__-_____---_._ 67 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-10524___... 306 
Mississippi River Fuel Corp., et al., docket No. G-17832, et al. 701 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G—17544______ 796 
Pennsylvania Gas Co., docket No. G—-13891__-.--..-.-.._. 637 
Phillips Petroleum Co., docket No. G—10908_.-.....--._ 167 
Sunray Mid-Continent Oil Co., docket No. G—17284_....___ 344 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—10751__._-___ 535 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—13835__..._-__ 695 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—12626____-. 803 
14. WITHDRAWAL OF PLEADINGS. 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., et al., docket No. G—10699__ 29 
PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 
Lewis-Clark G & T Cooperative, Inc., project No. 2249... 915 
Northern Lights, Inc., project No. 2247_........--.._-__.-_ 206 
RATES. 
1, INCREASE ALLOWED. 
Bay View Oil Corp., docket No. G—9417_...--..-_-.._.. — 405 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—10524______ 306 
Hunt, Hassie Trust, docket No. G—17431____-_-_-_____-___ 639 
2. INCREASE REJECTED. 
Gulf Oil Corp., docket No. G—11442__..._.......___________ 254 
3. OnpER APPROVING SETTLEMENT. 
Kansas Colorado Utilities, Inc., docket No. G—13716______ 292 
Pennsylvania Gas Co., docket No. G—13891_.._._..._______ 637 





Petroleum Leaseholds, Inc., Operator, docket No. G-18205.. 799 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G-10751 
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RATES—Continuned 

4, REFUND. Page 
Gulf Oil Corp., docket No. G—11442__...__.--.--.-. 254 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—12859__...___ 528 
Mississippi River Fuel Corp., docket No. G—2153_._---_-._. 48, 450 
Pennsylvania Gas Co., docket No. G—13891_-..-..--.-...__ 637 
Phillips Petroleum Co., docket No. G—-10908_...._._-_-......... 167 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—10751_....... 535 

5. SCHEDULES. 

a. Acceptance for Filing. 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—11797___------._ 8 
Hunt, Hassie, Trust, docket No. G—17431___-_--_-_-_--.... 639 
Pacific Northwest Pipeline Corp., docket No. G—-15458__.--___ 200 
Pennsylvania Gas Co., docket No. G—13891__--.----.--... 
b. Confirming and Approving. 
United States Department of the Interior, Southwestern 
Power Administration, docket No. E-6407__...-----_-___ 46 

6. Service AGREEMENTS. 

American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—2306_....- 414 
SECURITIES. 

1, AcquIsITION or—Section 203 (F.P.A.) 
Philadelphia Electric Co., docket No. E-6866_....--.-..... 511 

2. ISSUANCE OF. 
Black Hills Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6857_.._- 43 
Black Hills Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6865_....-.- 446 
Black Hills Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6870___.-__-_ 596 
California Electric Power Co., docket No. E-6864__....._- 342 
Community Public Service Co., docket No. E-6856_..-..-- 62 
Community Public Service Co., docket No. E-6885__.-. 833 
Conowingo Power Co., docket No. E-6866_......-.---____ 511 
Duke Power Co., docket No. E-6872_................___. 682 
Duke Power Co., docket No. E-6878_....-.----.-......-.. 768 
El Paso Electric Co., docket No. E-6869_...........-.... 673 
El Paso Electric Co., docket No. E-6886__.-............. 837 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6855_..........--. 5 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6874_....._-..-___-_ 622 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6883_............ 773 
Holyoke Water Power Co., docket No. E-6875_.--....--.- 676 
Idaho Power Co., docket No. E-6871___..........-........- 598 
Interstate Power Co., docket No. E-6877_._-..---------.--_ 678 
Minnesota Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6858__.....___ 214 
Montana Power Co., The, docket No. E-6880___.._....-_--_- 778 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6860_........___- 258 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6882________-__- 765 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6867_._----- 478 
Sierra Pacific Power Co., docket No. E-6873__....-_--_-- 684 
Superior Water, Light & Power Co., docket No. E-6881___-__ 815 

3. OBLIGATION OR LIABILITY, ASSUMPTION OF. 
California Electric Power Co., docket No. E-6862__...--- 340 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6882__........--__ 765 

4, SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORIZATION. 
California Electric Power Co., docket No. E-6864_...__-._ 441 
Duke Power Co., docket No. E-6878___.-..----___--_.___-- 832 
El Paso Electric Co., docket No. E-6869__..........._____ 689 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6855..............._ 31, 40 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6874_._......______- 690 
Idaho Power Co., docket No. E-6871__.-.-.__...___--__. 636, 681 
Interstate Power Co., docket No. E-6877_.........._.-____ 697 
Iowa Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6841_____.____-____ 825 
Montana Power Co., The, docket No. E-6831_..........__ 359, 370 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6860___.._._...__ 260 


O 





